REMARKS/ARGUMENT 

Applicant responds herein to the Office Action dated June 21, 2004. 

Claims 1 -3 have been amended and claims 11-16 have been add herein. Accordingly, claims 
1-16 are currently pending in the present application. It is respectfully submitted that the claim 
amendments do not add new matter and have adequate support throughout the Specification. 

Otherwise, Applicant respectfully traverse all claim rejections for the reasons that follow: 

I. REJECTIONS OF CLAIMS 1 AND 4 UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 

Claims 1 and 4 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
5,674,181 to Iida (hereinafter "Iida"Y Respectfully, Applicant traverses. 

Claim 1 is directed to "An endoscope hood comprising a non- fastened portion . . . including 
a portion which is not fixed to the circumferential surface of the insertion section of the endoscope 
when the fixing portion is pressed against the outer circumference of the insertion section of the 
endoscope." 

Iida relates to an endoscope with a detachable tip cover. As characterized, tip cover 15 
includes engagement holes 21 which receive engagement pins 18 of the endoscope "[t]o assure 
strong engagement . . ." between the tip cover 15 and the endoscope. ( Iida , col. 4, lines 29-33). The 
tip cover 15 has a diameter equal to or less than the diameter of the endoscope body 11, "[so that] 
the elastic [tip] cover 15 can be sufficiently tightened onto the body 11 to prevent rattling, 
displacement, and dislodging." (Iida , col. 4, lines 45-49; Figure 4). 

It is respectfully submitted that Iida does not disclose "a portion which is not fixed to the 
circumferential surface of the insertion section of the endoscope when the fixing portion is 
pressed against the outer circumference of the insertion section of the endoscope." As described 
above, the circumference of the tip cover 15 of Iida is chosen so that the tip cover 15 may be 
sufficiently tightened (by forceable engagement) onto the body 11. There is nothing in Iida to 
suggest that any portion of the tip cover 15 is not sufficiently tightened to the endoscope in this 
manner. In fact, Figure 4 of Iida appears to illustrate the entire tip cover 15 snugly surrounding the 
body 1 1 of the endoscope with no gaps whatsoever. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that claim 1 is allowable over 
Iida . Furthermore, since claim 4 depends from claim 1, it is respectfully submitted that this claims 
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is allowable over Eda for at least the same reasons. Accordingly, it is kindly requested that the 
rejections claims 1 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. 

II. REJECTIONS OF CLAIMS 1. 2 AND 4-8 UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) 

Claims 1, 2, and 4-8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as anticipated by Japanese 
Publication No. 2002-545 (hereinafter " JP '545 "). Respectfully, Applicant traverses. 

JP '545 discloses a hood, which is affixed by operation of a separate and distinct ring 11. 
When the fixing portion of the hood is pressed against the outer circumferential surface of the 
endoscope by ring 1 1, all portions of the fixing portion contact the outer circumferential surface of 
the endoscope. ( JP '545 . Fig. C). Thus, JP '545 does not disclose any portion that is "not fixed to 
the circumferential surface of the insertion section," as recited in claim 1. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that claim 1 is allowable over 
JP '545 . Furthermore, since claims 2 and 4-8 ultimately depend from claim 1, it is respectfully 
submitted that these claims are allowable over JP'545 for at least the same reasons.. Accordingly, 
it is kindly requested that the rejections of claims 1, 2, and 4-8 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) be 
withdrawn. 

III. REJECTIONS OF CLAIM 10 UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over lida in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 4,886,049 to Darras (hereinafter " Darras "). Respectfully, Applicant traverses. 

As described above with respect to the anticipation rejections of claims 1 and 4, Eda does not 
disclose each and every feature of claim 1, from which claim 10 depends. Specifically, Eda does 
not disclose "a portion which is not fixed to the circumferential surface of the insertion section 
of the endoscope when the fixing portion is pressed against the outer circumference of the insertion 
section of the endoscope." Furthermore, any reading of Darras makes clear that this reference fails 
to cure the critical deficiencies of lida as applied against claim 1. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that claim 10 is allowable over 
the combination of lida and Darras . Accordingly, it is kindly requested that the rejection of this 
claim under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 
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IV. NEW CLAIMS 11-16 

Claims 11-16 have been added herein. It is respectfully submitted that these claims do not 
add new matter and are allowable over the cited art. 

Claim 1 1 depends from claim 1 and is therefore allowable over the cited art for the reasons 
discussed above. Claim 12, from which claims 13-16 ultimately depend, relates to "[a]n endoscope 
hood, comprising ... a fixing portion configured to be pressed against the outer circumferential 
surface of the insertion section to attach the endoscope hood to the endoscope, and having a 
removing portion to permit the endoscope hood to be removed from the endoscope. 1 ' 
It is respectfully submitted that the cited art does not disclose at least this feature of claim 12. 

V. CONCLUSION 

It is now believed that all pending claims are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider the application, allow the claims as amended and 
pass this case to issue. 
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